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tollable when e, passport Is denied, the 
applicant shall bu accorded the right to ap- 
lo he represented by counssl, to present 
rtJdfiice. to be Informed of the evidence 
uqulnst him and the source of such evl~ 
tu-nce, and to confront and crbee-enunlne 
adverse witness**. These we the eeeentisl 
of due process. Rooted la *gp*« 
they afford indispensable means to* 
ward the rendering of fair and reasonable 
judgments. 

,ir Wat.tct wants the Department of stab# 
i , abandon these procedure*. He Wants the 
it' partmsnt to deny passport* to cktieens of 
ti e United tj tales on the there say-so of 
anonymous informers, without aJUcwlog the 
rp pi leant to contrast the informer* and 
< examine thsm, without allowing eren 
t be officials of Mie Department to know the 
Identity of the informers. Apart from the 
f»<;i that Ui* 6iipiwn» Court has expressly 
tin isred that such procedure Is forbidden 
i v the ilonrtitutlon, tt Is forbidden by oOra- 
vnonsvusf as well. IMr decision* based on 
in i. evidence are not Judgment# at *11; 
the) MX nothing more than capricious and 
u: iutn-ay guesacn. 

Mo one cari question NTr. Walter's xeaJ lo 
j.i-iii f't, American security. But what kind 

America will he have made secure If Its 
e.nrei ran be denied constitutional rights 
a no deprived o'.’ liberty by the mere whim 
i ■ admlutstr title? officers? We congratulate 
•!'..> Department of State tor restoring fxlr- 
»,• Hu passport pr< lectures. "For," os 
iiogr c Urtilrs Vahy put it recently In an 
, -v..iy tin -"The Right To Travel/’ "liberty Is 
j. recto' is and one may be deprived of it only 
*iv s!’* - i >u vb which rue fair and for reasons 
a ur« i*o in id and rest on the common 
iv'iHi. <;.n a good so great aa to outweigh tn 
; .nif circumstance* the great good of Indl- 
i . i'uai liberty." 

Mr MOKSI5. Mr, President, I v.R* 80 
luoml by the editorial that I saw fit, to 
•i nd n letter to the Attorney General 
u! the United States ihUi morning on the' 
subject of passports because, as Sena- 
tors know, for years I have taken a very 
definite position in the Senate In regard 
to tile constitutional questions that have 
been Involved in t$e passport contro- 
versy. i wrote to the Attorney General 
ns follows: ■ . 

non ibonnHT sixHjnaiT, 

Attorney tjrneml. ■ 

T>ca* Ms. Kinwbjt: This letter 1* to attvloa 
you of my gratification with ttt* regulation* 
ymi worked out with ttx* Department 
«i*te- to govern the toruftno* Ot pajorpoart* 
persons behoved to be ConunuoUU. 
opinion, it is long poet time for the 
it i' unci icglalapye f>nyxcfce* qf (hi 
• wnei nment to obsene til* provision* of th* 

1 'nnsUmiion which too often are left to th* 
vi.irrt* -lone to J.>r</t*ct 


tlontvt forefathers tried to save the American 
people. 

* The right to know the Identity of an ac- 
cuser, to know the nature of the accusation, 
and the right to offer rebuttal are basic to 
due process of law. it 1* always astonishing 
go ms that some people would destroy there 
Constitution guarantee* of due process of 
law tn the name of defending th* Constitu- 
tion. 

It Wi to r this reason that I opposed this 
natation In lam end again in i860. I 
eepcctolJy objected to th* attempt to rush 

* bill through the Congress .ip the closing 
d*J» of the gftth Congress, with only i As 
day* of hsarihgs. . X therefor* objected to 
the holding of bearing* while th* Senate 
w*« in eossiOR. end as a result, no Coal ac- 
tion was taken it was rather shocking to 
so* that when member* of th* Foreign Reia- 
Dons Committee proposed legislation au- 
thorising th* withholding of passport* with 
proper procedural t ‘Xeffuarde, the Depart- 
merit of State declared; "Moreover, th* De- 
partment tnuht oppose any provision which 
might require the Secretary to make his 
determination on a particular passport ap- 
plication only on the basis of Information 
and sources thereof which could bo disclosed 
la open court.' 

Obviously, to make th* determination cm 
any other basin is repugnant to th* terms 
and to the principle* of out Constitution, 
I am pleased that you have now made this 
petlectly clear. I am also pleased that this 
battle I weged against police-state methods 
has been vindicated, and I am »o Informing 
Mr, Roger Jones, the Deputy Under Secretary 
of State fox Administration, as well as your- 
self. 

With kindest regards, 

Sincere !v, 

WatneMoiwk 

Mr. President, this announced policy 
of the administration represent* a wry 
Important contribution to constitutional 
guarantees on the part of this adminis- 
tration. It is a reaffirmation, with no 
question of doubt, with no equivocation, 
that these precious constitutional rights 
of due process will be respected by this 
administration. I congratulate the 
President of the United States that un- 
der fain administration this very clear 
and unequivocal position in regard to the 
issue has been announced. 
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THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 
AGENCY 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I am one 
.who .Is ..very much-disturbed and con- 
cerned about the discussions which have 
1 ? been carried on in the pres$ with respect 

> from «p.rUmco «... Mi ^ 

m'*m vi u-imeniic security against th* Com- rector ot th e CIA. I have reached no 
't imiM i - >j is piracy l* tip 9, ot th* most oiisr . determination, as to toy own, posl- 
.•iiiiTM,i,>ii is.su of the bojq oyar. a* you tion/on that nom inf ttph, because «]} the 
v ,.w, liner the u.h. Supreme Court ruled fact® are not In. Before I make my final 
i * the mute Department could not with- decision, I sh&Il await the heatings before 
1 ' uw ' >orU ln oMegWatlv* the committee, the report of the com- 

•X VZ 2 »**•« 

i-r.toTtusiAcoiy, it ai#o sought con- 5*T^ fin ally presented to me rs a 

;. :c: .-ior.Al earictlon of the u*e of ttai-cham- oI the Senate, 

iwr m«H!x viA in determining wliether if pa M* - ' I do most respefetftfljy say,' hoWcvdr^ Ih 
1 rt t-ti'inid i»e withbaid. view of the information which has al- 

Thr uw or eacret i nf ptmatiotj avaiiab\* refgly been publicised^ tngt the buyften of 
' 1 sv t., t’.e omiriai ' muting thk deciBion'fend ' prtiof j» on’ Ute admlal® 4 rtiUdii‘td'justify 
' " "V ,tjf ta ® vWu * J why >• «*rcising a this nomination. Every shadow of doubt 
'tyii )» notiiirip but a poitoc-gtat* pro- *C *0 nnattfication of this rtnmlrw, 

'■ ■ ! ■ P^cttoc u ws*d W cob- ■ Sx 

J1I. tiou with pompom or any other oddsd , w removed/ 

* - ib thr nor Mark, of totamarUnum Mr, President, we are dealing here with 

” > v or.r m th/« principal abuso* of an fTperatirm of an ugency which also 

* ^ ,sppr frOT: * which our cowtitu^, gives me great concern as a confititution- 


aliM^ We arc dealing here witli an 
affenej’ in which the people do not have 
very effective checks as of now. We art- 
dealing here with an agency whose op- 
erations are conducted in complete se- 
crecy, even *0 fax as the elected repre- 
sentatives of a free people in the Con- 
gress of the. United States are concerned. 

I hold to the point of view that in our 
Republic the adoption of procedures of 
complete secrecy are difficult to justify 
under our constitutional *yrt*m, 1 have 
never been one whq holds to the point of 
view that the CIA should be allowed to 
operate as it now operates, in complete 
secrecy with respect to the attaining of 
knowledge of It® action® by the elected 
representatives of a free people in the 
parliamentary body In our form of gov- 
ernment, which is the Congress of the 
United States. Why do I say thnt? r 
say it as a coast ituUom list. I find great 
difficulty reconciling tin- grs^hting of such 
powor to the CIA with that basic safe- 
guard of freedom guaranteed to our peo- 
ple by the Constitution known as the 
check and balance system 
Where Is the check on the CIA? Mr. 
President, do not tell me that the check 
is to be found ln the office of the Presi- 
dency of the .United State*. I speuk 
quite Impersonally rt makes no differ 
ence to me who occupies the Presidency 
of the United States when we c^eal with 
a question of constitutional power and 
constitutional guarantees. I sav, as 1 
. Lave said before, it is not safe fur free- 
dom to grant any agency of government, 
no matter bow much it Is attempted to 
cloak it under the name of security, the 
unchecked power now vested in the CIA. 

Therefore, when the nomination for 
Director of CIA comes to the floor of the 
Senate, os long as that unchecked power 
remains vested in the CIA, it Is in- 
cumbent upon us to see that the greatest 
care be exercised by us under the advise 
and consent clause of the Constitution in 
respect to that nomination. Unless i vory 
shadow of doubt la removed from this 
nominee as to hb Qualification, the 
senior Senator from Oregon will not 
possibly be able to vote for the confirma- 
tion of the nomination. 

More than, that, I believe that when 
the nomination is under consideration 
■ may be i fitting time to raise this whole 
question of unchecked CIA power on this 
8$e.of the aisle, Xqcb hag been heard 
on‘tht»'Wde of tlie aisle in recent years; 
when a representative ot the party of the 
opposition occupied the White Hqyuse. Sr 
rwrpect tb' the CIA ’ As' fdr' as I am con- 
cerned. these issues are always two-way 
streets. Therefore, It 1* incumbent upon 
the Democratic aide of fhe aisle in the 
HSenite in Hits seFihm of Congress <0 lake 
a long, hard look at the question us to 
^whether We are going to fcoptinue to pi r- 
mlt thfe ClA to function with unchecked 
power, 00 far as the legislative branch 
pf tilie (Jqvcmiaent Ip concerned,. whioh 
'tAtrredonfcUahie. In my opinion,' with the 
very precious constitutional guarantee 
ofjChwlu and balances. , ... . * 

Air. Pr&ident. do not tell me’ that it 
is not safe to permit the elected par- 
liaroentajry offielg^B of a free people to 
take a look at the activities of the CIA, 
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